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DETAILED ACTION 

SET I 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the . 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshihara (US 6,643,291) in view of Haqa (US 20030231338) and Man! (US 
2002/0181694), 

As to claim 1, Yoshihara teaches an apparatus (figures 1, 24-28 and their 
descriptions), comprising: 

a gateway component that provides an identifier of a service provider to a sender 
of a message through employment of a user address associated with a recipient of the 
message. 

Yoshihara fails to teach the identified is a logo associated with the service 
provider and the user address comprises a directory number and universal Resource 
indicators. Haga teaches the identified is a logo associated with the service provider 
(paragraph 588). Mani teaches the user address comprises a directory number and 
universal Resource indicators (paragraph 47, 52). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
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the teaching of Haga and Man! into the system of Yoshihara in order to identify the 
domain server. 

As to claim 2, Yoshihara teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the service 
provider is associated with the recipient of the message, wherein the gateway 
component determines the identifier 
of the service provider associated with the recipient of the message through 
employment of the user address associated with the recipient (figures 1, 24-28 and their 
descriptions). 

As to claim 3, Yoshihara teaches the apparatus of claim 2, wherein the gateway 
component determines an indication of a text-delivery network associated with the 
service provider, wherein the gateway component provides the indication of the text- 
delivery network to the sender (figures 49, 50 and their descriptions). 
2. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshihara, Haga and Mani in view of Lasenski (US 20050058260), 
As to claim 4, Yoshihara and Haga teaches the apparatus of claim 3, Yoshihara and 
Haga fails to teach the indication of the text-delivery network comprises a Universal 
Resource Locator (URL) associated with the text-delivery network, wherein the gateway 
component provides the Universal Resource Locator to the sender to allow for an 
initiation of the message by the sender. Lasenski teaches a Universal Resource 
Locator (URL) associated with the text-delivery network, wherein the gateway 
component provides the Universal Resource Locator to the sender to allow for an 
initiation of the message by the sender (paragraph 0082). Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary sl^ill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the teaching of Lasenski into the system of Yoshihara and Haga in order to 
identifies the location in server system of the message to be accessed. 

SET 11 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3- Claimi is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Yoshihara (US 6,643,291) in view of Haga fUS 20030231338) and Movano fUS 
2002/0191596). 

As to claim 1, Yoshihara teaches an apparatus (figures 1, 24-28 and their 
descriptions), comprising: 

a gateway component that provides an identifier of a service provider to a sender 
of a message through employment of a user address associated with a recipient of the 
message. 

Yoshihara fails to teach the identified is a logo associated with the service 
provider and the user address comprises a directory number and universal Resource 
indicators. Haga teaches the identified is a logo associated with the service provider 
(paragraph 588). Moyano teaches the user address comprises a directory number and 
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universal Resource indicators (paragraph 157). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
teaching of Haga and Moyano into the system of Yoshihara in order to identify the 
domain server. 

SETHI 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaily disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the rhanner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S,C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Yoshihara (US 6,643,291) in view of Haga (US 20030231338) and Allison (US 
6,819,932), 

As to claim 1, Yoshihara teaches an apparatus (figures 1, 24-28 and their 
descriptions), comprising: 

a gateway component that provides an identifier of a service provider to a sender 
of a message through employment of a user address associated with a recipient of the 
message. 

Yoshihara fails to teach the identified is a logo associated with the service provider and 
the user address comprises a directory number and universal Resource indicators. 
Haga teaches the identified is a logo associated with the service provider (paragraph 
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588). Allison teaches the user address comprises a directory number and universal 
Resource indicators (col. 9, line 1 1-24). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teaching of 
Haga and Allison into the system of Yoshihara in order to identify the domain server. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claim 5 was allowed in the previous Office Action. 
Dependent claims 25-31 are allowable for the same reason: 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number Is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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